Abstract: e present paper discusses the concept of imposed relevance as developed by Alfred Schutz. e discussion acts on the assumption that within his writings there are two diff erent usages of the concept: a phenomenological one and a sociological one. e argument states that both usages may not be confused-a failure which might be induced by the fact that Schutz himself never dwelled on their correlation. is being said, this paper presents some basic considerations which try to utilize phenomenological refl ections for sociological analyses, keeping in mind that the diff erence between them may not be blurred. Relevance, Power, Social Imposition, Phenomenology vs. Sociology One of the most frequent accusations directed at phenomenologically orientated sociology in the tradition of Alfred Schutz, is its assumed lack of considerations of power relations. e life-world is supposed to be a "harmless place" (cf. Srubar 2007) where individuals intersubjectively construe shared systems of relevance on a level playing fi eld. Although at least some of the writings within the Schutzian paradigm encourage this (mis-)interpretation, one must insist that the pertinent critique falls short of Schutz's principal approach. His concept of imposed relevance, as introduced in his Refl ections on the Problem of Relevance, and later used in various applied studies, provides a useful tool for analyzing power relations from a subjective point of view. erefore the defi ciency in question is not so much a fundamental problem, but rather a problem of missing elaboration in Schutz's work. e defi cit is explained by the contingent fact that Refl ections remained a fragment, which in particular lacks a profound analysis Research ; 4 (2012). -S. 33-44 https://dx.doi.org/10.7761/SR.4.33 34 of the social imposition of relevance, which can be regarded as the core phenomenon of power relations. Having said this, the present paper focuses on the concept of imposed relevance and its possible impact on sociological research. It presents some basic thoughts which might prove helpful for further developing a phenomenologically informed sociology of power. In order to facilitate understanding, the following argumentation is subdivided into several theses. e fi rst of these simply states that the concept of imposed relevance-the way it was introduced by Schutz in his Refl ections-is a phenomenological, not a sociological term. is thesis may appear trivial, as Schutz himself was quite clear on this point. Yet, it becomes signifi cant in connection with the second thesis, which states that in the scientifi c literature relating to Schutz, and even in his own so-called "applied studies," the concept is frequently used for sociological description without having previously clarifi ed one important question: is it possible to simply add sociological refl ections on imposed relevance to the phenomenological considerations presented in Refl ections, or does the perspective have to be changed in order to enable an enhancement of this kind? If one ignores this question, one runs the risk of confusing constitutional (philosophical) and constructional (empirical) analysis. erefore, the third thesis observes the necessity to further elaborate the connection between the phenomenological and the sociological use of the concept of imposed relevance. Calling into question one of the criteria that Schutz uses for distinguishing between free and imposed relevance, an alternative theoretical proposal is made, which tries to utilize philosophical refl ection for empirical research. Accordingly, the fourth and last thesis states the need for a sociological adaptation of the phenomenological concept.
One of the most frequent accusations directed at phenomenologically orientated sociology in the tradition of Alfred Schutz, is its assumed lack of considerations of power relations. e life-world is supposed to be a "harmless place" (cf. Srubar 2007) where individuals intersubjectively construe shared systems of relevance on a level playing fi eld. Although at least some of the writings within the Schutzian paradigm encourage this (mis-)interpretation, one must insist that the pertinent critique falls short of Schutz's principal approach. His concept of imposed relevance, as introduced in his Refl ections on the Problem of Relevance, and later used in various applied studies, provides a useful tool for analyzing power relations from a subjective point of view. erefore the defi ciency in question is not so much a fundamental problem, but rather a problem of missing elaboration in Schutz's work. e defi cit is explained by the contingent fact that Refl ections remained a fragment, which in particular lacks a profound analysis of the social imposition of relevance, which can be regarded as the core phenomenon of power relations. Having said this, the present paper focuses on the concept of imposed relevance and its possible impact on sociological research. It presents some basic thoughts which might prove helpful for further developing a phenomenologically informed sociology of power.
In order to facilitate understanding, the following argumentation is subdivided into several theses. e fi rst of these simply states that the concept of imposed relevance-the way it was introduced by Schutz in his Refl ections-is a phenomenological, not a sociological term. is thesis may appear trivial, as Schutz himself was quite clear on this point. Yet, it becomes signifi cant in connection with the second thesis, which states that in the scientifi c literature relating to Schutz, and even in his own so-called "applied studies," the concept is frequently used for sociological description without having previously clarifi ed one important question: is it possible to simply add sociological refl ections on imposed relevance to the phenomenological considerations presented in Refl ections, or does the perspective have to be changed in order to enable an enhancement of this kind? If one ignores this question, one runs the risk of confusing constitutional (philosophical) and constructional (empirical) analysis. erefore, the third thesis observes the necessity to further elaborate the connection between the phenomenological and the sociological use of the concept of imposed relevance. Calling into question one of the criteria that Schutz uses for distinguishing between free and imposed relevance, an alternative theoretical proposal is made, which tries to utilize philosophical refl ection for empirical research. Accordingly, the fourth and last thesis states the need for a sociological adaptation of the phenomenological concept. esis 1: e concept of imposed relevance-the way it was introduced by Schutz in his "Refl ections on the Problem of Relevance"-is a phenomenological, not a sociological concept.
is fi rst statement is, I assume, the least controversial of my four theses, so I will dwell only shortly on it. At the very end of his book e Phenomenology of the Social World, Schutz hints at the problem of relevance as a topic for further investigation. He states that "the defi nitive clarifi cation of this problem will be possible only through an over-all phenomenological analysis" (Schutz 1997: 249) . is is exactly what he tried to accomplish with his Refl ections 15 years later. In fact, in this text Schutz only seldom uses the terms "sociological" or "phenomenological," yet the principal framework of his enterprise makes it clear that he is "not primarily orientated towards concrete issues of sociological analysis, but rather towards the clarifi cation of basic theoretical questions." is estimation by Elisabeth List (2004: 10) , who edited Schutz's manuscript on relevance in the Alfred Schütz Werkausgabe, is supported by the fact that in his manuscript he deliberately makes no statements about the social world. Because of methodological considerations, he begins by refl ecting on the situation of the solitary individual in its "natural" surrounding, and delays the contemplation of social relationships to the later parts of his treatise. In an interim summary, Schutz himself critically remarks "the omission made thus far […] that we have handled our problem […] as if there were no social world at all, as if an isolated individual experienced the world of nature disconnected from his fellowmen" (Schutz 2011: 135) . is is the same procedure he previously used in e Phenomenology of the Social World, yet in contradistinction to this book, his unfi nished Refl ections on the Problem of Relevance ends before it broaches the issue of the social world. As a consequence, in this manuscript the topic of socially imposed relevance remains uncovered. According to my fi rst thesis, the concept of socially imposed relevance lacks phenomenological clarifi cation in the work of Schutz. is circumstance has not prevented him and others from using this term within the context of sociological analysis, somehow contradicting his own claim of providing a philosophical foundation of the social sciences. Due to the size of this paper, I will concentrate on Schutz's own writings and mention only two examples. In his paper "Equality and the Meaning Structure of the Social World," he uses the concept of socially imposed relevance in order to defi ne the phenomenon of social discrimination: "discrimination," says Schutz, "presupposes both imposition of a typifi cation from the objective point of view and an appropriate evaluation of this imposition from the subjective viewpoint of the affl icted individual" (1964a: 261). And in his essay " e Well-informed Citizen," he makes the case that due to increasing social anonymity, the zone of socially imposed relevances will grow in modern times (cf. 1964b: 129) . Both theses are highly signifi cant for empirical sociological analysis, and Schutz himself points out that within this context the concepts of imposed and intrinsic relevances are "merely constructive types " (1964b: 126) . is remark certainly raises the question of a phenomenological analysis of the constitution of socially imposed relevance within the consciousness of the individual, in contradistinction to its social construction (cf. Luckmann 2007): is there something like an eidos that we can call "social imposition" and that we can describe by means of phenomenology (i.e., as a universal structure of the life-world)-or is "social imposition" merely a social construction, to be analyzed by means of empirical re-construction? e fact that there is a link missing between the constructional and the constitutional usage of the concept is aptly illustrated by e Structures of the Life-World. In this work, omas Luckmann obviously intends to mend what Schutz's manuscript lacks, and so he introduces the concept of socially imposed relevance. Yet his according refl ections are rather scarce and they only refer to one of the three types of relevance diff erentiated by Schutz, namely to that of thematic relevance. Although we learn that forced attention "in daily life … is of the greatest importance" (Schutz/Luckmann 1973: 190) , Luckmann gives no phenomenological description of the way in which this forced attention is constituted in the consciousness of the affl icted individual. us, e Structures of the Life-World provides only little insight exceeding Refl ections. At this point, it is necessary to go into greater detail regarding the content of Schutz's theory of relevance. As already mentioned, Schutz distinguishes between three types of relevance-thematic, interpretational, and motivational relevance-and divides all of them into free or intrinsic relevances on the one hand, and imposed or bound relevances on the other. is can be summarized in the following cross-tabulation:
thematic relevance voluntary advertence forced attentiveness interpretational relevance explication of a problem routine coincidence motivational relevance in-order-to motive because-of motive If one looks for the criteria which Schutz uses to draw the line of demarcation between free and imposed relevance, one fi nds the opposition between familiarity and unfamiliarity in the case of thematic relevance, the opposition between actuality and latency in the case of interpretational relevance, and the aspect of time in the case of motivational relevance. According to the fi rst criterion, a thematic relevance is perceived as free when we are familiar with it, whereas unfamiliarity interrupts the idealizations of "and so on" and "again and again," which is why the according topic is perceived as imposed. According to the second criterion, interpretational relevances which lie within the grasp of our consciousness are regarded as free, whereas relevances that lie beyond this grasp are regarded as imposed. Finally, the third criterion of time is aptly illustrated by the distinction between because-of-motives and in-order-to-motives: because-of-motives are defi ned as imposed relevances, as their constitution reaches back in time and their ongoing existence determines our current action. In contradistinction, in-order-to-motives are defi ned as free relevances, as they are projected into the future which principally can be changed.
In the following I will concentrate on the type of motivational relevance and therewith on the criterion of time, which in my opinion a) needs further investigation and b) has the potential to lead over to sociological considerations. is can be illustrated by using an example from the world of literature. In an episode in Dostoyevsky's e Brothers Karamazov (Dostoyevsky 2010) , the eldest of the brothers, Dmitri Karamazov, acquires a notable amount of money. For a specifi c reason, he is determined not to spend the money for a certain span of time. As Dmitri knows his own unsteady character, he is aware of the fact that he cannot simply rely on the fortitude of his own resolution, which although made in earnest at that moment in time, may well be superimposed by concurring motivations later in time. To solve the problem of not being able to trust himself, he sews the money into the lining of his cloak in order to prevent himself from accessing it in the future. In other words, the present Dmitri confi nes the freedom of action for the future Dmitri.
At fi rst glance, the example provides an accurate illustration of Schutz's statement that motives of action which have been constituted in the past (i.e. becauseof-motives) are experienced by the present ego as imposed, whereas they are regarded as free in the very moment of their constitution: Dmitri 1, who sews the money into the lining of his cloak, freely disposes of the money, whereas Dmitri 2, who carries the money along with him, is constrained by the previous act of Dmitri 1. Drawing from Schutz's manuscript, Das Problem der Personalität in der Sozialwelt (2003) where he distinguishes between three temporalities of the ego, we can say that the present ego imposes relevances upon the future ego, and respectively that the present ego is subject to relevances imposed upon itself by the former ego.
If one looks closer, however, the example proves to be more complex. Why is the present ego confi ned by the motivations of the former ego at all? Can decisions not be principally revised? Certainly decisions, respectively the resulting actions, may infl uence facts in a way that hinders subsequent action in the future, and we may even deliberately choose our actions in a way to make certain future acts impossible. However, to erect actual barriers for future action is a rather complex task which we can perform only seldom. More often we can simply construct minor obstacles that are mere reminders that we once set certain relevances. is is exactly the case with Dmitri Karamazov, who could simply tear the money out of the lining of his cloak and thus revise his previous decision.
So we need an explanation for Schutz's assumption that motivations which were constituted in the past are experienced as imposed ones. e general consideration that man is a creature of habit, and that therefore relevances are principally characterized by continuance does not suffi ce, as it does not explain why we revise some decisions more easily than others. e thesis I would like to submit, is that an explanation must be sought with regard to the relation of the diff erent temporalities of the ego. Schutz himself hints at the possibility that a former ego can fade away in the course of time, so that the present ego no longer identifi es with it. us one may argue that in such cases the present ego experiences the relevances set by this former ego as imposed ones-they are perceived in almost the same way as if they had been determined by a diff erent person. On the other hand, if the former ego is accepted by the present ego as a constitutive part of its biographical identity, then the latter will not perceive the decisions of the former as impositions.
Referring exactly to this relation between diff erent temporalities of the ego, the German philosopher eodor Litt (1926) introduced the concept of the reciprocity of perspectives, which Schutz later used in order to explain the possibility of an intersubjectively shared world with common meaning (cf . Schutz 1962a . Schutz : 11ff ., 1962b . Before considering the social world, however, Litt refers to cases where the present ego regards the point of view of the former ego as a distinct perspective-illustrated by the fi ctitious statement "this once was me" 2 (Litt 1926: 84) . e term reciprocity is meant to underline the discreteness of the perspective of the former ego, opposing an understanding which reduces the past to a mere derivative of the present. us, starting from Schutz's distinction between the temporalities of the ego, and in addition relating to Litt's considerations, we can state that the stronger the reciprocity of perspectives between former and present ego turns out to be, the weaker the tendency to perceive motivations determined in the past as imposed will be-after all, it was the ego itself that constructed them. Vice versa, the weaker the reciprocity of perspectives between former and present ego is, the stronger the tendency to perceive motivations determined in the past as imposed will be. is latter case is illustrated by Dmitri Karamazov, who knows in advance that his future ego will some day abolish his decision to save the money and therefore sews it into the lining of his cloak in order to impede the anticipated change of opinion (or more precisely: its implementation). e money sewn into the lining is not only a mark, which is meant to overcome the transcendence of time, but also a sign, which is meant to overcome the intrasubjective transcendence between two persons: the current and the future ego.
From my point of view, Litt's concept provides a theoretical fi gure which is able to give at least a formal explanation as to why motives which were set in the past are sometimes experienced as imposed and sometimes not: the clue seems to be reciprocity which here can be defi ned according to the degree of overlapping between the interpretational relevances of the present and the former ego, as it is those relevances from which ego's motivations spring. is approach has the considerable advantage that it can be expanded to the social sphere (as, by the way, Litt did himself).
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So far, I have only talked about the solitary individual and in this context I have modifi ed the example of Dmitri Karamazov. In fact, Dmitri obtains the money in question from another person, a woman whom he very much adores. Dmitri promises her to keep the money for a while and to return it thereafter. In this version, the case becomes more complex, yet the additional social dimension can be described by pursuing the insights gained when refl ecting on the solitary Dmitri.
In the same way as it appears to be misleading to principally defi ne becauseof-motives as bound relevances, it would be wrong to generally classify all motivations of the ego that are somehow evoked by the action of others as socially imposed relevances. 4 e sole fact that relevances that originate in the past infl uence our current behavior does not necessarily mean that we experience them as bound. In the same way, the sole fact that relevances which are set by others infl uence our own behavior does not necessarily mean that we experience them as imposed. In both cases the answer to the question whether a relevance is perceived as intrinsic or bound, depends on the relation between two persons: the intrasubjective relation between current and former ego in the one case, and the intersubjective relation between ego and alter in the other. e concept of reciprocity provides the clue with regard to the aspect of time as well as to the aspect of sociality. If the ego assumes a strong reciprocity of schemes of apperception, appresentation, and interpretation, then it is inclined to regard motivations constituted by the former or by the alter ego as intrinsic. On the contrary, if it assumes only a weak reciprocity, then it tends to perceive such motivations as imposed ones.
It is important to point out that in social reality both dimensions frequently correlate: a motive determining the actual behavior of ego has often been constituted by alter and adopted by a former ego-as it is the case with Dmitri Karamazov. is correlation between time and sociality is characteristic for contracts which, in the juridical sense, defi ne a considerable amount of our social relations, and even more so in the metaphorical sense provided by omas Hobbes. e commitments which one enters into when signing a contract will be perceived as imposed, the more one assumes a weak reciprocity with regard to the partner, and the more the former ego which signed the contract fades away over the course of time. On the contrary, if one assumes a strong reciprocity with regard to the partner, and if the former ego, which signed the contract, is still seen as a part of the biographical identity, then one is more inclined to 3 A similar connection between time and sociality becomes apparent in the following remark by Husserl (1999: 115) : "Somewhat as my memorial past, as a modifi cation of my living present, 'transcends' my present, the appresented other being 'transcends' my own being." See also Schutz's term "autobiographical sociality" (1996a: 196) , introduced in his paper "On the Concept of Horizon."
4 One may detect a certain tendency to this direction in Schutz's refl ections on the motivational context of social interaction (1997: 159ff .). regard said commitments as intrinsic. e fact that the observance of contracts is usually supervised by state authorities, using the threat of juridical sanctions, reacts to the case of weak reciprocity, where the moment of inner conviction is outweighed by the moment of external force. What Emile Durkheim (1998) described as "non-contractual elements of contracts," on the other hand, refers to the case of strong reciprocity, without which contractualism could not possibly work as a general means of social integration. esis 4: In order to use the concept of imposed relevance for the description of social relations one has to adapt its original phenomenological elaboration. e considerations so far have led to the result that the talk of socially imposed relevance must take into consideration the element of reciprocity. e latter has indeed been described by Schutz as a formal element of the general structures of the life-world, that is, as a general thesis performed in the natural attitude of everyday life. However, in its phenomenological form, which explains the basic assumption of a world of common meaning, this concept does not suffi ce with regard to the problem at hand. In order to discern between imposed and free motives of action in a way that is able to refl ect the actual perception of living individuals, we must diff erentiate between suppositions of reciprocity that have stood the test of time so far, and suppositions of reciprocity that have failed-a failure which does not aff ect the general thesis. In other words, we have to take into consideration the concrete social situation with its particular unique history, rather than making statements on the general structure of the life-world.
To sum up, a mundane phenomenology can only consolidate the empirical reconstruction of acts of social imposition of relevance, but cannot replace it. It is also worth adding that a transcendental phenomenological approach likewise off ers no solution. Following a transcendental approach, the diff erentiation would have to be sought within the primordial sphere of the ego which is won by the epoché of the psychic events pertaining to the alter ego (fremdpsychische Vorgänge), as performed in Husserl's 5 th Cartesian Meditation (cf. Husserl 1999: 89ff .) . Husserl resists the allegation that the transcendental ego uncovered by this performance would be bound to solipsism by insisting that "the psychic life of my Ego […] , including my whole world-experiencing life and therefore including my actual and possible experience of what is other, is wholly unaff ected by screening off what is other" (ibid.: 98; original emphasis). It would be an "illusion," Husserl argues, "that everything I, qua transcendental ego, know as existing in consequence of myself, and explicate as constituted in myself, must belong to me as part of my own essence" (ibid.: 149; original emphasis).
For the problem at hand this would mean that within the primordial sphere a diff erentiation between proper (intrinsic) and alien relevances (and as a subcategory of them: imposed ones) is principally possible, as the transcendental ego has, at least potentially, consciousness of other egos. And yet, by screening off their psychic events, the latter are reduced to mere bodies 5 -bodies which must be fi lled with inner life again by acts of appresentation. "For reasons of method," Husserl writes, "the actuality for me of what is other … shall … remain excluded from the theme" (ibid.: 94), according to the fundamental "proposition that everything existing for me must derive its existential sense exclusively from me myself, from my sphere of consciousness" (ibid.: 150). Now, whatever philosophical benefi t the contemplation of such existential sense might bring, it seems obvious that this sense must necessarily diff er from the meaning which derives from social interaction with real contemporaries of fl esh and blood, and so a transcendental approach cannot help in empirically reconstructing acts of social imposition of relevance.
If the above argumentation is correct, then phenomenology-transcendental as well as mundane-would be overcharged with providing a universal criterion which marks the turnover where alien relevances become proper ones. erefore, it cannot replace the empirical reconstruction of fi rst-order-constructions of socially imposed relevance. However, it teaches the importance of the subjective point of view, as the concept of imposed relevance cannot be thought without reference to antagonism on the part of those subject to power. 6 To take into consideration their point of view may not suffi ce, as Max Weber has shown when he defi ned power independently from the existence of a reluctant will. Nevertheless, phenomenological refl ection reminds us not to ignore the subjective point of view in its signifi cance for analyzing power relations. Take, as an example, social typifi cation which-regardless of the intentions of the typifi er-may impose relevances on the affl icted individual or group or it may not. In order to decide on what the case is, one has to consider the subjective point of view of the typifi ed individuals and their systems of relevance. In "Equality and the Meaning Structure of the Social World," Schutz states that "the American way of life is not disturbed by the fact that foreigners identify it with the pattern presented by Hollywood fi lms " (1964a: 255) . On the other hand, in the same essay he touches on the "Separate Car Act," which was enacted in Louisiana in 1890 and forbid African-Americans to travel in the same rail cars as 5 "Among the bodies belonging to this 'Nature' and included in my peculiar ownness, I then fi nd my animate organism as uniquely singled out-namely as the only one of them that is not just a body" (Husserl 1999: 97) . 6 e examples Schutz uses in his applied studies are in fact exclusively concerned with a victim's perspective, which may have autobiographical (and in this context: ethical) reasons (cf. Barber 2004) . 7 An argument aiming in the same direction can be found in Structures of the Life-World, where omas Luckmann refers to what one could call a systematic self-deception of the individual: within the natural attitude the conscious intentionality centres on the free inorder-to-motives more often and less so on the bound because-of-motives. From this one may argue that in everyday life the individual chronically overestimates its own freedom of will respectively of action. white people. Referring to this juridical example, Schutz remarks: "the imposed system of relevances has indeed repercussions upon the system of relevances of those it is infl icted upon […] . [B] eing treated as a type induces self-typifi cation with an inverted sign" (ibid.: 261).
Consequently, Schutz defi nes discrimination by referring to the objective point of view as well as to the subjective one, and in this way I believe that social phenomena of power must be regarded from both sides. e concept of socially imposed relevance provides a very helpful tool for the study of the subjective perspective, but we must consider that this specifi c type of relevance cannot be developed by simply adding the social world to the "natural" world, the latter being the subject matter of Schutz's philosophical Refl ections on the Problem of Relevance. We must not forget about the diff erence between phenomenological and sociological statements. Because they refer to social constructions, sociological statements are subject to the postulate of adequacy (Schutz 1996b: 22) which has no infl uence on the philosophical theorems of phenomenology. Consequently, if one applies phenomenological refl ections exactly as they are to social constructions, one runs the risk of violating said postulate, for example by defi ning a priori criteria for distinguishing between imposed and free relevances-a distinction which is actually a matter of social construction. erefore, I believe that considering Schutz's phenomenological distinction between free and imposed relevance as an eff ort to solve Immanuel Kant's antinomy of freedom (cf. Kant 1996: 473ff .) would be ill-advised, as the following remark by omas Luckmann clearly shows:
everyday processes of interpretation which may well be at odds with the philosophical point of view. Here, this conclusion results from refl ections on the type of motivational relevance, yet it applies to the types of thematic and interpretational relevance as well, which I have omitted in the preceding and which have to be analyzed separately. I hope that some of the considerations presented in this paper might prove helpful in pursuing this task.
